Appl. No.: 10/029,709 

Amdt. dated: November 15, 2005 

REMARKS 

This is in response to the Office Action dated August 23, 2005. Examiner's 
allowance of claims 20-29 is noted with appreciation. Also, Examiner indicated that 
claims 4-7, 11,12 and 15-19 would be allowed if rewritten in independent form including 
all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. Examiner rejected 
claims 1-3, 8-10, 13 and 14. The Specification has been amended to overcome the 
rejection. 

Claim 1 has been rewritten to include all the limitations of claim 4 and is therefore 
believed to be allowable. It is noted that the verbiage has been modified to more 
succinctly set forth the invention. Original claims 2 and 3 depending from now allowable 
claim 1 are also believed to be allowable. Claim 4 has been canceled. 

Claim 5 has been rewritten in independent form to conform to Examiner's 
suggestion for allowability. Original claim 6 now depends from allowable claim 5 and is 
therefore also allowable. Claim 7 also has been rewritten in independent form to 
conform to Examiner's suggestion for allowability. 

Original claims 8-10 depend from now allowable claim 1 and are also believed to 
be allowable for the same reasons as claim 1 and further as they recite additional 
features of the invention. 

Claim 1 1 has been rewritten in independent form to conform to Examiner's 
suggestion for allowability. Original claim 12 now depends from allowable claim 11 and 
is therefore also allowable. 

Claim 13 has been amended to become claim 15 rewritten in independent form as 
suggested by Examiner for allowability. Original claim 14 depends from now allowable 
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claim 13 and is therefore believed to be allowable for the same reasons and also as it 
recites additional features of the invention. Claim 15 has been canceled. 

Claims 16, 17, and 18 have been rewritten in independent form to conform to 
Examiner's suggestion for allowability. Original claim 19 now depends from allowable 
claim 18 and is therefore also allowable. Claims 20 - 29 were allowed. 

In view of the foregoing, it is believed that all the claims currently in this application 
are in condition for allowance. If Examiner has a question or comment or if Applicants' 
attorney can assist in any manner whatsoever, Examiner is respectfully requested to 
telephone the undersigned 



Respectfully submitted, 
Benjamim Tang et al 




Attorney for Applicants/ 
Theodore E. Galanthay 
Attorney Reg. No, 24,122 



From: Primarion, Inc. 

3650 E. WierAve. 
Phoenix, AZ 85040 



Telephone: 480-575-0744 



TEG/cw 
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